1 u Rep- Stratton on the Daniel Schorr Issue 


Even the devil, as Shakespeare has 
observed, can quote scripture for his 
own purposes. As the person who origi- 
nated the House investigation into Dan- 
iel Schorr’s action in passing the Pike 
Committee report to the Village Voice, 
I find it appropriate that you should 
quote me in your July 21 editorial on 
that investigation. What disturbs me is 
that all you quote are remarks that 
seem to imply my disparagement of the 
investigation rather than my successful 
effort to get it under way. 

In any event, because the Flynt Com- 
mittee has not yet fingered the person 
who gave that report to Mr. Schorr, you 
say it should “close down its investiga- 
tion” since the only thing left would be 
to subpoena Mr. Schorr and that would 
result in'an unwelcome First Amend- 
ment confrontation. 

(There may well be strong practical 
reasons for not pushing Mr. Schorr all 
the way to contempt, although the 
courts have held that the First Amend- 
ment does not permit a reporter to re- 
/ fuse to answer all questions about his 
sources. But there are other questions 
that can and should be directed to Mr. 
Schorr without raising any question of 
' constitutionality— for example, to ver- 
ify on the official record what has al- 
ready appeared in the press attributed 
to him; that he did in fact pass on the 
report to the Village Voice and under 
what circumstances. Press reports are 
hardly an adequate substitute in con- 1 
gressional hearings for direct testimo- 
ny. To conclude this investigation with- 
out ever calling Schorr would be like 
playing Hamlet without the Dane. 

But most important of all, and what 
The Post entirely overlooks, is that Mr. 
Schorr and his future are not the be-all 
and the end-all of the inquiry which my 
resolution directed. As I said at the 
time the matter was debated in the 
House, “How can we exercise any kind 
of intelligence oversight unless * we 
have the capability of protecting our vi- 
tal secrets themselves?” The mandate 


of the Flynt Committee goes far be- 
yond Daniel Schorr. No limit is set to 
the recommendations they can make as 
a result of what they have learned. 

Obviously, one of our most urgent 
needs in Congress today is a set of rules 
and regulations to govern the handling 
of classified matter. The Flynt inquiry 
has already discovered that current 
congressional security procedures 
leave much to be desired. We can never 
hope to exercise intelligence oversight 
as long as any member simply by virtue 
of his election hot only has access to 
the nation’s highest secrets but is also 


sole judge of which of them should he 
made public. 

In my judgment the committee could 
perform no greater service than to de- 
vise and recommend to the House pro- 
cedures that will prevent this kind Of 
thing from ever happening again. If 
they do that, the $150,000 already spent 
on their undertaking will be the great- 
est bargain 'to the American taxpayer 
since William Seward bought : Alaska 
for $7 million! 
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